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REMARKS 

Claims 3, 4, and 9-11 remain in this application. Claims 9 and 1 1 have been 
amended. Reconsideration of this application in view of the amendments noted is 
respectfully requested. 

Claim 9 has been amended to directly claim a polylactic acid article, rather than to be 
a product-by-process claim. 

Claim 1 1 has been amended to specifically recite that the sheet is softened during the 
step of heat-treating. 

Claims 3, 4, and 9-11 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Khemani (U.S. Patent No. 6,573,640). Claims 3, 4, and 9-11 were also 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bastioli (U.S. Patent No. 
6,787,613) in view of Obuchi (U.S. Patent No. 5,916,950). Applicant respectfully traverses 
these rejections. 

Applicant incorporates by reference the arguments made in the Request For 
Reconsideration mailed December 18, 2008. 

Further, in response to the Advisory Action mailed December 31, 2008, claim 9 is no 
longer a product-by-process claim. For the same reasons as previously argued, none of the 
cited references alone or in combination disclose or fairly suggest a polylactic acid article as 
claimed in claim 9. 

With respect to claim 1 1 , the term "metal mold" used in the arguments of the Request 
For Reconsideration mailed December 18 ? 2008 implies a "die." In other words, a metal 
mold is a die as claimed in claim 11. Therefore, applicant maintains the arguments of 
December 18, 2008 with the substitution of the word "die" for "metal mold." None of the 
cited references alone or in combination disclose or fairly suggest forming the sheet into the 
article in a die by one of vacuum forming, air pressure forming, and vacuum air pressure 
forming. Nor do any of the cited references alone or in combination disclose or fairly 
suggest forming the sheet into the article in a die by one of vacuum forming, air pressure 
forming, and vacuum air pressure forming, while heat-treating the sheet in the die at a 
treatment temperature of 1 10 to 1 50°C for a treatment period of 1 to 30 seconds. 
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In further regards to claim 1 1 , in response to the question presented in the Final 
Office Action mailed September 23, 2008, the explanation was presented in the response of 
December 1 8, 2008 that the heat treatment softens the sheet. In order to make this argument 
commensurate in scope with the claims, claim 1 1 has been amended to include the limitation 
that the step of heat-treating the sheet softens the sheet. 

For these reasons, claims 3, 4, and 9 - 1 1 are not disclosed or rendered obvious by 
Khemani, Bastioli, and Obuchi. Accordingly, applicant respectfully requests that the Section 
102(b) rejection of claims 3, 4, and 9 1 1 as being anticipated by Khemani and the Section 
103(a) rejection of claims 3, 4, and 9 - 11 as being unpatentable over Bastioli in view of 
Obuchi be withdrawn. 

A Petition For A One-Month Extension Of Time and a PTO-2038 authorizing 
payment in the amount of $130.00 to cover the fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a)(1) are included 
with this response. Also, a Request For Continued Examination (RCE) and a PTO-2038 
authorizing payment in the amount of $810.00 to cover the fee under 37 CFR 1.17(e) are 
included with this response. 

This amendment and request for reconsideration is believed to be fully responsive to 
the comments and suggestions of the examiner and to place this application in condition for 
allowance. Favorable action is requested. 
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